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Research on the Mechanism of Urban Agglomeration Policy Promoting High — quality Development of Economy
—Based on the Empirical Evidence of Four National Urban Agglomerations
Zhang Maoyu Feng Hao

Abstract: As the main form of urbanization the role of urban agglomeration in high — quality economic
development in China cannot be ignored. This paper uses the city — level data of the Beijing — Tianjin — Hebei
Yangtze River Delta Pearl River Delta and Chengdu — Chongqing national urban agglomerations from 2006 to 2015.
The environmental technological efficiency ( ETE) is calculated to explore the quality of economic quality. And we use
regression discontinuity to study the effect of urban agglomeration policies on economic development from two dimensions
and its internal mechanism. We find that urban agglomeration policy has significantly improved the economic level
and transformation of regional economy on the premise of ensuring steady economic improvement it is further found
that the policy effect can be exerted through internal paths such as regional integration and green development. In
addition differentiated policies should be formulated according to the development characteristics of “deformed” in
Pearl River Delta  “stable progress” in the Yangtze River Delta and Beijing — Tianjin — Hebei region and unreleased
potential in Chengdu — Chongging region. Overall China should adapt to the spatial layout dominated by urban
agglomeration and take transportation industry and environment as intermediate channels form a driving mode of
“focusing on large cities and taking multi — measures in accordance with local conditions” so as to further promote high
— quality economic development.

Keywords: Urban agglomeration; High — quality of economic development; Environmental technological

efficiency; Regression discontinuity
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